PROGRESS   IN   LOST   CAUSES
opposed *. Although this statement was meant to be cold
comfort, the Geneva statesmen were not unduly discouraged;
indeed, they were rather pleased with Great Britain's new
spokesman, and on this sel£-same day were able to do him a
good turn.
For February 3 saw a temporary arrangement reached
in what had been a rather serious Anglo-Persian oil dispute.
In the previous November the Persian Government had
peremptorily cancelled the concession held by the Anglo-
Persian Oil Company. This action automatically affected the
British Government, which was the principal shareholder in
the Company. Eden with his intimate knowledge of Persian
ways and means must have been well aware of the sinister
interaction of oil and politics in the Near East. This he saw
as an occasion for stern language and firm action. In his
capacity as Under-Secretary to a National Government he
told the House of Commons that we would not tolerate any
damage to the Company's interests or interference with their
premises or business activities in Persia. On December 8
he read out a lengthy and acrimonious correspondence that
had passed between Whitehall and Teheran; ill-concealed
ultimata were bandied to and fro.
Legally, Persian action was indefensible. The D'Arcy
Concession, under the terms of which Anglo-Persian
subsequently operated, was granted in 1901 for a period
of sixty years and contained no provisions for cancella-
tion. As the Persians would not withdraw we threatened
to refer the matter to The Hague Court, but the Persians
refused to recognize its jurisdiction in this instance. Britain
accordingly took the dispute to the League. Up to this
moment the affair was a good example of national sove-
reignty and capitalist imperialism ruthlessly disregarding
the principles of arbitration: immediately the League was
invoked Anglo-Persian oil was in the hands of men expert
in the arts of camouflaging third-party judgment.
There had grown up at Geneva a League within a League,

